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C.O. Draft Deferment Killed 





Pardue Sentence Suspended 


Max Blalock Pardue and his son were each sentenced 
to two years in prison for conspiracy to violate the Selec- 
tive Service Act. The charge was a result of the alleged 
advice of the father to his son, a conscientious objector, 
not to report for induction. They were sentenced April 
2nd at Charlotte, N. C., by Judge Wilson Warlick after 
they had entered nolo contendere pleas. (See may NEWS 
NOTES for further details.) 

The attorney for the defense, T. E. Story of North 
Wilkesboro, N. C., subsequently filed written motions 
asking reconsideration of the judgments against the Par- 
dues. Judge Warlick heard argument on the motions 
May 15th and agreed to reconsider the judgment against 
the father but not the son. 

After reconsideration, Judge Warlick suspended Mr. 
Pardue’s sentence and ordered him placed on probation 
for three years. Mr. Pardue was then released from 
prison and returned to his home at Ronda, N. C. 


CCCO Makes Special Appeal 


The Central Committee for C. O.’s has been fortunate 
to receive the support of Albert Einstein, Harry Emerson 
Fosdick, Pitirim A. Sorokin, and Clarence Pickett for a 
special appeal for funds for the work of the committee 

An appeal letter signed by these four men has been 
sent to 11,000 persons not now on the CCCO mailing list. 
It is too early to know the financial results of this appeal. 
Irrespective of the monetary return, it is thought that 
this letter will be a valuable educational project, since 
it will go to many who are unacquainted with C. O. work 
or antagonistic to the position. The names have been 
secured from sources which guarantee that the letters 
will go to persons more tolerant to differences of opinion 
than the general public. 

The letter will not go to our regular mailing list, since 
the persons on this list have demonstrated their interest 
by response to the CCCO semi-annual appeals. This 
response has kept the CCCO operating, but their has 
never been any reserve available for use in case of a drop 
in contributions or a sudden increase in expense. It is 
hoped that the special appeal will result in improvement 
of this situation. 

Although CCCO was set up by the cooperation of 
organizations interested in civil liberties and conscien- 
tious objection, these organizations do not underwrite 
our budget. Since we are an independent committee the 
financing of our work is the obligation of individuals 
concerned with the problems of conscientious objectors. 








Senators Insist on “Work or Fight” 
for Objectors 





The new Universal Military Training and Service law 
was sent to the conference committee with the House 
continuing deferment for C. O.’s and the Senate asking 
for “work of national importance under civilian direc- 
tion.” The Senate conferees insisted that C. O.’s be given 
some obligation under the law. The provision finally 
agreed upon and written into the law provides that any 
C. O. not eligible for other deferments or subject to 
induction for combatant or non-combatant service shall: 

“. . . be ordered by his local board, subject to such 
regulations as the President may prescribe, to perform 
for a period equal to the period prescribed in section 
4 (b) such civilian work contributing to the maintenance 
of the national health, safety, or interest as the local 
board may deem appropriate and any such person who 
knowingly fails or neglects to obey and such order from 
his local board shall be deemed, for the purposes of sec- 
tion 12 of this title, to have knowingly failed or neglected 
to perform a duty required of him under this title . . .” 

Section 4 (b) sets the period of military service as 
24 months, so C. O.’s will be required to serve that length 
of time at their “civilian work.” 

Section 12 is the penalty portion of the law and pro- 
vides that persons who violate the law or the regulations 
proscribed under it are subject to “punishment by 
imprisonment for not more than five years or a fine of 
not more than $10,000, or by both such fine and impri- 
sonment .. .” 

The new C. O. provisions in the law now replace the 
complete deferment given objectors with IV-E classifica- 
tions for the past three years under the Selective Service 
Act of 1948. 

Meaning is Indefinite 

The wording of the law is not specific enough to 
enable us to say exactly what will be expected of IV-E’s. 
It neither establishes nor rules out work camps, although 
the conference committee meant to rule out such camps. 
In this respect, the stement of the House managers of the 
bill printed with the Conference Report is important. 
This statement said about the conflicting Senate and 
House Provisions which were sent to the committee: 

“The House amendment merely deferred such persons 
(IV-E’s). The Senate bill required such persons to be 

(Continued on page 3) 





Published by The Central Committee for Conscientious Objectors, 2006 Walnut Street, Philadelphia 3, Pa., RI 6-1480. 


Ray Newton, Chairman 


Lyle Tatum, Executive Secretary 








Two 


NEWS NOTES 








A Field of Broken Stones 


As the number of conscientious objectors in prison 
steadily increases, literature about prisons becomes of 
more interest to prospective C. O. inmates and their 
families. 

With this in mind we finally got around to reading 
Lowell Naeve’s “A Field of Broken Stones.” (Available 
Libertarian Press, Glen Gardner, N. J., $3.00) Although 
reviewing it now is a public confession of being a year 
late in reading an important book in our special field, 
not to bring it to the attention of the prespective crop 
of new prisoners of conscience would be a neglect of duty 
on our part. 

Prisons are remarkably alike from the anti-septic 
- pride and joy of the U. S. Bureau of Prisons to the filthi- 
est county jail. The basic character of totalitarianism 
defies camouflage. The difference in the personal stories 
of C. O.’s is the difference in the men themselves. 

This fact is emphasized in Naeve’s story. He had an 
abnormal prison experience, not only from the standpoint 
of the usual convict, but abnormal as compared with 
most selective service violators. Almost from the begin- 
ning of the first of his two terms, Naeve resisted the 
prison system itself. Less than 100 men during the entire 
war resisted any aspect of the prison system in a man- 
ner which resulted in punitive measures being taken 
against them. Most of these men cooperated for a con- 
siderable portion of their sentence. Naeve probably holds 
the national C. O. record for time spent in segregation. 

Naeve’s main opposition was to authoritarianism as 
directed against himself, racial segregation and injustices 
against individual inmates, C. O. and non-C. O. His op- 
position took the form of hunger strikes, refusal to work, 
and general non-cooperation. It cost him occasional 
rough physical treatment and almost constant loss of 
prison “privileges,” except in the beginning when he did 
win special privileges for himself. Some of his protests 
won desired ends, and others did not. 

In spite of the abnormality of Naeve’s prison terms, 
the book gives a valid impression and interpretation of 
prison life. It is a much more valid report than the re- 
cent Book-of-the-Month Club selection, “My Six Con- 
victs.” 

Anyone who enjoys NEWS NOTES will enjoy “A 
Field of Broken Stones,” as will the men who spent time 
in prison during World War II. It is an absolute must 
‘for any C. O. who thinks himself a possible candidate 
for resistance within prison. 

Since we’ve recommended the book we feel free to 
add a few critical words. Naeve consistently used the 
term war objector and never conscientious objector. 
Many persons don’t like the phrase conscientious objec- 
tor, and Naeve is evidently one of them. But conscien- 
tious objector, usually abreviated to C. O., is the accepted 
terminology, and any author on the subject of selective 
service violators in prison owes his readers an explana- 
tion of why he avoids the word as if it would contamin- 
ate him. The constant ues of war objector was an 
artificial note. 

A few will object to the occasional inclusion of some 
vulgar language and one questionable illustration of jail 
art. It will shock nobody to discover that vulgar words 
are used in prison. It has been rumored that they are 


Judge Clears Adventist 


Edmund Rogol, Akron, Ohio, Seventh-Day Adventist, 
was acquitted by Judge Charles J. McNamee of refusal 
to report for induction. The trial was April 27th in 
Cleveland, and the CCCO received a belated report of the 
action. 

Rogol was given a IV-E classification during World 
War II, but received a I-A by his local board under the 
present law. Upon his appeal, the Justice Department 
recommended IV-E, and the appeal board also gave Ro- 
gol a IV-E. However, the local board refused to accept 
the decision of the appeal board and ordered Rogol to 
report for induction into the army. 

According to the newspaper report of the Cincinnati 
Post, Judge McNamee “flayed” the draft board for insist- 
ing on the I-A classification and “assailed” the board’s 
decision as arbitrary. 

Judge McNamee also commended Rogol’s attorney, 
Ernest Cunningham of Akron, for defending the civil 
rights of the objector. 





Jehovah’s Witnesses Prosecuted 


Because the Jehovah’s Witnesses have their own excel- 
lent full-time legal staff they are not in need of the ser- 
vices of the CCCO, and we make no attempt to keep up 
to date records on the prosecutions of the members of 
this group. This makes it impossible to report J. W. 
prosecutions in The Court Reporter. However, because 
of the interest of the NEWS NOTES readers and CCCO 
in all prosecutions for conscientious violation of the Se- 
lective Service Act we will attempt to keep our readers 
informed as to the general developments of J. W. prose- 
cutions. 

Only about 25 members of this group have been con- 
victed under the Selective Service Act of 1948, although 
more than 4,000 of them were imprisoned under the 1940 
Act. The J. W.’s difficulties with the draft law generally 
arise from the refusal of local or appeal boards to grant 
them ministerial classifications (IV-D). . 

Often the boards are more willing to grant C. O. 
classification than IV-D to the Witnesses. With IV-E’s 
granted deferment the legal difficulties of the J. W.’s have 
been much lighter than during World War II. At that 
time, many of the prosecutions were for refusal to accept 
assignment to Civilian Public Service camps. The new 
draft law will result in increased difficulties for the 
J. W.’s, since any type of required work is apt to conflict 
with their insistence upon the primary importance of 
their religious work. 





sometimes even heard in that alternative to prison, the 
U.S. Army. While not personally objecting to the minor 
use of such words in “A Field of Broken Stones,” we feel 
that an artist can express vulgarity without the use of 
words in themselves vulgar. Naeve certainly gave the 
prison system a good cussing without using swear words. 

As a graduate of Iowa State College we were stabbed 
by Naeve’s reference to Iowa State and Iowa U. as the 
same institution. The rivalry between these institutions 
is so intense they are not allowed to compete in basketball 
and football. Naeve’s slip here makes one wonder if his 
memory might have tricked him elsewhere in the book. 
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New Draft Law 


(Continued from page 1) 


assigned to work of national importance under civilian 
direction. 


“The House managers objected to this portion of the 
Senate bill since it contemplated the establishment of 
national work camps. The language agreed to by the 
House and Senate conferees will permit the President to 
prescribe the types of employment to which conscientious 
objectors may be assigned, but such employment will 
not be performed through the establishment of, or assign- 
ment to, national work camps.” 


Local Boards Can Penalize C.O.’s 


The greatest danger in the new law is the phrase “as 
the local board may deem appropriate.” This may be a 
loophole by which antagonistic local boards may penalize 
IV-E’s by ordering them outside of their own communi- 
ties into poorly-paid work unsuitable to the registrant’s 
personality and training. It may allow assignment to 
defense plants which would be unacceptable to nearly all 
C. O.’s. Some newspapers have interpreted the clause to 
mean defense work and have reported it as such. No 
appeal from the assignment is provided by the law. 


Some of these drawbacks may be eliminated by the 
regulations, but there is considerable doubt that the ab- 
soluate authority of the local board can be eliminated. 
The situation is similar to student deferments where 
Selective Service has drawn up the elaborate test system 
for the guidance of local boards, but the boards can use 
or ignore the results of the tests as they wish. 


The regulations for the implementation of these C. O. 
provisions will be drawn up by Selective Service and be 
subject to the approval of the Manpower Commission. 
They will be issued as a Presidential Executive Order, 
probably soon after July 1st. These regulations will de- 
fine what the law will mean in practice. 


Other Changes Made 


Other changes of interest which add to the increased 
militarization of this country follow: 


Time Limit—The Selective Service portion of the Act 
was extended for four years to July 1, 1955. UMT, if 
subsequently ratified, will have no time limit. 


Length of Service—Eight years, at least 24 months 
in the armed forces with the balance in a reserve corps. 
UMT also provides eight years in the reserves. 


Age Limits—Registration at 18 with classification im- 
mediately and subject to call at 1814. Men deferred past 
26 continue subject to call until 35 if reason for defer- 
ment ends. UMT at 18. 


UMT—Five-man commission to set up plan. UMT 
to go into effect when Selective Service no longer needed 
for induction of men into the armed forces. C. O. provi- 
sions will be a problem for the commission. UMT can 
not go into effect before Congress approves code of con- 
duct for trainees and certain other provisions. UMT 
program will probably be presented to Congress between 


December 1, 1951 and April 1, 1952. 


Draft Dodgers Swamp F.B.L. 


Since the enactment of the Selective Service Act of 
1948 stories have been cropping out across the country 
about the great amount of evasion under the present law. 

The most recent rash of draft dodger stories has 
broken out on the West Coast. The San Francisco Chron- 
icle for May 26th headlined a story reporting nearly 
1,000 cases in that area as referred to the U. S. Attorney 
for investigation and prosecution. 

The story stated that “The F. B. I. here has become 
so overloaded with evasion cases that a ‘draft detail’ with 
a special staff of G-men has been set up to seek out and 
arrest shirkers.” 

Conscientious objectors are not mentioned in this par- 
ticular story and a very small percentage of the men 
involved are C. O.’s. The increase in draft dodging since 
World War II does not indicate a growth in the absolute 
rejection of war but does indicate the low popularity rat- 
ing of the Korean conflict. Most of these men who have 
“vanished” will be willing to go into the army when 
found by the F. B. I., and they will generally be inducted 
rather than prosecuted. 

The testimony of a few conscientious objectors is apt 
to be lost when C. O.’s go through the courts and news- 
papers with numerous men who have actually been evad- 
ing the law rather than standing up against it as do 
C. O.’s. This lays a heavy responsibility upon C. O. com- 
mittees, friends of C. O.’s and the C. O.’s themselves to 
get the objectors’ position before the public. 





British Reservists Turn C. O. 


The Central Board for Conscientious Objectors in 
London has been reporting numerous cases of members 
of the military reserve corps becoming conscientious ob- 
jectors. We have previously reported similar develop- 
ments in the United States. 

A striking example of the English situation in this 
respect has just been published by the London Board in 
a pamphlet “The Z Bill and the Conscientious Objector.” 
The pamphlet consists of extracts from the debates in the 
House of Commons concerning calling Class Z reservists 
up for a two weeks training period. Class Z reservists 
are men who volunteered for service in 1939 and 1940 
and served throughout the war. 

Fenner Brockway, Member of Parliment and Chair- 
man of the Central Board for C. O.’s, pointed out the 
comparatively large number of reservist C. O.’s when he 
stated in the course of the discussion in the House of 
Commons, “. . . the other day I was asked to meet some 
Class Z reservists upon this matter, | expected that there 
would be forty or fifty of them, but instead there were 


five hundred.” 








LATE NEWS FLASH 


As we go to press word has arrived that three 
of the Doty boys are in segregation at Spring- 
field for refusal to work. This is the first C. O. 
resistance within prison since WW II. No addi- 
tional details are available at this time. 
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THE COURT REPORTER | 


I Prosecutions 
_ Sentenced since last issue 


4-23-51 James MacDonald, 30 months (Seattle, 
Wash.) Judge John C. Bowen, ref, report for 
ind. 

5-14-51 Dwight Platt, 1 year & 1 day (Wichita, 
Kans.) Judge D. C. Hill, non-registrant 

5-15-51 James R. Pierce, 5 years (Dayton, Ohio) 
Judge Robert R. Nevin, ref. report for ind. 

5-23-51 Robert H. Tyrell, 3 years (San Francisco, 
Cal.) Judge Michael J. Roche, ref. report 
for ind. 

5-31-51 Robert Starkweather, 30 months (Seattle, 
Wash.) Judge John C. Brown, ref. report 
for ind. 

Acquittal 

4-27-51 Edmund Rogol, U.S. Dist. Court, Cleveland, 
Ohio, Judge Charles J. McNamee 

Sentence reduced 

5-21-51 Max Blalock Pardue, 2-year sentenced sus- 
pended and 3-year probation given. Judge 
Wilson Warlick, U.S. Dist. Court, Western 
District, N. C. 

Arrested since last issue 

California—Keith Milo Barnhart, Jack Hannah, Ber- 
nard Primbsch 

Oklahoma—-James Ragan 

Pennsylvania—Richard Cameron 


Men Currently Imprisoned 


Ashland, Ky.—Robert Somers, Carl Kime 

Danbury, Conn.—Paul & David Seaver, Vail Palmer 

Mill Point, W. Va.—James R. Pierce, Max F. Pardue 

McNeil Island, Wash.—Donald Fisk, Donald Koch, 
James MacDonald, Robert Starkweather 

Petersburg, Va.—Larry Atkins 

Springfield, Mo.—Joel, Orin, Paul and Sid Doty, 
Robert Michener, Robert Beach, Dwight 
Platt, Earl Glauert 

Tuscon, Ariz.—Robert Richter, Robert Cannon, Ger- 
ald Counts, Alfred Dana, Richard Cronin, 
James Farmer, Don Noble 

Institutions not verified—James Cox, David Wireman, 
James Lawson, Robert H. Tyrell 








JUDGE HALTS 2nd PROSECUTIONS 


Last October CCCO started a drive to halt 
second prosecutions of objectors who have 


served one prison term for refusal to cooperate 
with the draft law. 


We are sorry to announce that we have 
now been joined in this crusade by Judge 
Robert R. Nevin. In sentencing James R. Pierce 
in U.S. District Court at Dayton, Ohio, May 15, 
Judge Nevin said, “The first person I sentenced 
in World War II for this I gave a year and a 
day. A year later he came back before this 
court for the same offense, because he still 
objected to the draft, and I had to sentence 
him again. It appears that the same thing will 
happen again unless the sentence is long 
enough to cover the duration.” ; 


He then sentenced Pierce to five years in 
prison. 




















Booklet Insert to be Printed 


The new UMTS bill will make some portions of the 
second edition of C. O.’s Under Selective Service out of 
date. In order to have corrections for the booklet avail- 
able in a handy form CCCO will print a sheet of correc- 
tions to be folded into the front of the booklet. 


This insert will be printed as soon as the presidential 
regulations are issued and it is clear just how the new 
law will affect C. O.’s. One insert will be included with 


the next issue of NEWS NOTES. 


Organizations with copies of C. O.’s Under Selective 
Service on hand for sale may order extra inserts free of 
charge from the CCCO for delivery as soon as available. 


Establishment of C. O. status, appeal procedure, etc. 
will not be changed. The major corrections will define 
the new obligations under the law for C. O.’s and other 
changes relating to this portion of the draft act. 
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